A Hp

c ARSCIFRT B E#270.80 4 K, AKRF L& R KB HT
RBER WA, NRFRARFARUA LR A LG R, HFBN TAELE
FWREIRA KR BFARTU G E ZA# R —ERFA B WiEES
MFEMME R — AL RTA LR, BFE TH LW S5 EES;
ZEGEEE R RO EESN EAFRALREEFFEENS AR
EiE. & RAATRNBAMT N ESCARFELARAWNRAFLA T A
PR RB KRG R —RR T RNE RIEE M. THAE
FRRAXRCARA PEMRFANTRERT B FNERM EAFEAR
FEETT L ARAROEMEL

KRN RE KEHR KA

(develop) 17 ,
disvelop, . ; 18 )
) , (evolution) ; 19

b 2

2 b

(Raymond, 1983 1976, 102—104).
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b

20 ’

. 20

19

60 ,

50 )
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<« 2 13 2
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70 , ,
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b
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b °
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” (the anthropology of development )

60 ;
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(Grillo, 1997).

70.80 ,
; (indigenous
knowledge ) ) (bottom-up) ;
. 20 70 ,
, 50— 60
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(Ong, 1999). .

b

(Ferguson, 1990: 12).
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[13 2
’
’
’
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’
’
’
’
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’ ’
’ ’
’ N
’ ’ ’
« )

2

(Escobar, 1995a; Crush, 195);
(Sachs, 1992; Escobar, 1995b);



(Adams, 1995; Mackenzie, 1995; Marchand & Parpart, 1995);
(Escobar,

1996); “ 7
1990),

1) N

” (development industry) (Fewguson, 1990 ),

(J .Ferguson),

70.80

(Escobar, 1988, 1995a) .

? .
(A. Escobar)

b

(Escobar, 1995a) .

3 d

(Ferguson, 1990; Apffel -Marglin,
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(Escobar, 1998).
13 2 ?

(Fscobar, 1996, 1995b).

o

@ « ”»
(development machine )

b o

— (Thaba-Tseka) .

O AL H(F. Boas, 1858— 1940 AR &8 EE A L& kAT LAt 3T EAL F AR
gk 5, K AuAR e R A AT R ALY 2 L AR B S ALIRA ik 4 3T 6Y A
Frofe, BRE A ALK AT 549 (1 8, 1999/1928). S ALAl AHEE 2 Rk B MR
FHFAEES CREALFEHRT X ERRFLLHKR K LS AHEE.

@ ek R TARTE A4ty REE ER GATIAA U RE R ETRETARTEFEROAE
H B EEAREE, Rl 2R RERELRANLN, €S SR E L Lk R
AT A TMER AR B H AR R 69, R A A FE LSk RRIT H. XHF
BRI E A AR VLA B AR Ky, {2ilid PR F R R R RRMARANT
Wik e ARG ARE, TR B BRI RNEE F T AL S e A ST 8y BAK,
K AE M FR AR B ik iR R A AL AR HI R ey 3, MR EIR LA H 5 H it
AT TR, RIE AEL Bk RERRERO U REEHFTIA K A T
ARIFHIA B T B 8, JERIX B 25 RARIET B ARAYH 4 A £ (Ferguson, 1990 17— 20).

194



. . ) .
b
. « »
b ~
~ H ’
43 ” @
o o
b
b b
b ° b
T ’
b
2 ’ N
b °
b b °
b
b o b b
~ ~ ~ b
’ H
, (Ferguson, 1990).
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b
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O F AR A RBERE FHOREALE & WAL KRB S RRNEAN K-F, AR
FAEY WY LAKRE F, RET BT M> R4 TF T4 L T8 mMmE 6 A4
AT RN BAEFREGHT, BEm 2L B AL FLEN WAEZ AR & 201 25
BAeg it £FMAA T RABTHOFEHR. FANTRILAT HF AL LR BES
BUM., SBUEZHM BAERABRETE B & A B I RAR AT
(Ferguson, 1990 103— 247).
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b

— (participatory rural appraisal, PRA).
PRA RRA ( rapid rural appraisal),
. PRA RRA
(MKinnon &
Aggett, 1998). ,
PRA ) PRA
(populism) ,
b ( )7
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° (L. Chambers) .
17 , “ ” (put
the last first) , .
« ” (reversal) « 7 , .
s (Chambers, 1983).
O}
” (Whose reality counts) . PRA
. PRA . .
) PRA
o PRA )
PRA (Chambers, 1995, 1997).
“ ” (indigenous knowledge ) ’
O RERPK O —RAELTH Y LB WD F, AN MF RGBS E A —5 2 4o

AT 2 LA £ & iy — RBH A KERE K F; = 2% b 2 #5 KRS AR
AL A O E R R 9 R ARG E b A AR X AU R R R T HL
K AT E LR TR RBERBER; ARATREEMAREZ R ETRXE, R B

R EREEXFH #H A (Chambers, 1997: 102— 103).
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(Sillitoe, 2002a).
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b o
113 ”»”
b
« 2
K b
o
b
b
i 9 2
b ?
b b
2 o
43 2
b b
(Sillitoe, 1998).
y 4 @ «

O EHEMBALAY O E O (DAZREE P ALl R 5 oin ZE £ Z
A& 55y, —REMT A#EESEAR KA NN ARK LN SRS N E mAXF
R AIHFR KL IiRpTF. . 25X 7% HARG - FESH RAW BN /3
() I8 3R 4 B, b IFR 77 A5 52 3b 5 JE6Y FRRE 3RAF R B, B R L Jeiffo Al iRy B &
B AR RE LG R ER A LRFGERLR, HRA_FEMEH L M
¥tk F; QOOBRERE AT # —VBLAREL PR LAY BEASE iR fe K L
Fo iR JE BACKY TTRE, RSB WA TR RR A A L fif Aot & foif, o XA-IB T =%
R R0 ARG R R, KB ARG R AR R AR R A iR MR T B3R L ORF
0 FF &R, AR il fe At SR de A0 i AE, A R SH L RN R T & 69
D, AT fE 4 MR 2B R L0928, (D met4 . (Sillitoe, 2002a)
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(Grillo, 1997 19— 27; Pigg, 1992);
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(Woost, 1997; Tembo, 2003 );
) (Moore,

199



P22 2007. 4

2000; Grillo, 1997, 19—27); ’
(Crewe &Harrison, 1989; 17— 18);
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(Moore, 2000);
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20 90
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1929 .
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